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Abstract: Nanoparticles (NPs) are more toxic than larger particles at the same mass concentration. Therefore, it should be paid
more attention by researchers. In addition to 87 previous papers with valid data on NPs, some results obtained by our research
group are also adopted in this paper. The study methods of number concentrations, size distribution, chemical compositions,
health effects, source, formation and removal mechanism of NPs, are summarized and reviewed in this study. It is identified
the following priorities for further research and provided suggestions when studying NPs in China: (1) systematic study of
physicochemical characteristics and routine monitoring of ambient and source NPs; (2) systematic study on the formation
mechanism of NPs; (3) development of the integrated off-line and online source apportionment methods of NPs; (4) systemat-
ic establishment of sampling and analytical methods for NPs studies; (5) strengthening study on toxicology, epidemiology and

protection methods of NPs. It is suggested that it may greatly increase the concentration of nanoparticles when decreasing TSP
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and PM,; which leads to serious health troubles., and government should make more efforts to support the study on the source

apportionment and control of nanoparticles.

Key words: aerosol; nanoparticle; particle-size distribution; number concentration; health effect; environmental geology.
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24 K UKL W) ( Nanoparticles, NPs) i & 45 15 §i
FPEFTR B, = < 3h /12 AR AE 1~100 nm 1Y
Wik ¥ (Pakkanen et al., 2001; Lin et al., 2006).
G0 K UKL ) 38 53 SR KR T 4 oK MORL ) B N T
BB AN oK RUBE UKL W) 78 BR B R 27 45Uk, 73 7K
YK BORL Y 5 B A0 WURL ) AL — 25 9 B (Knibbs
and Morawska, 2012) .7 ST i 44 K UK 1AL 48 K
SFREE K FURL W) 9 oK UL ) R AR N B R 2
FM AR A E I B A% BR 2 R R 7 A 5 Wi
Z A 85 [ T A UL A9 FOREL AURL ) 7 R N A g
B 1 FE K18 £ (Hohr et al., 2002; Rahman ez
al., 20025 Liet al., 2003; Singh et al., 2005; HE
A AR A, 2015), X H 4% 52 31 [ 4 S wiF 58 3 19 &
M. HETE N ST PM. s B4R R BT R A2 43 Al B ok
PRAERIT G 22 AR XS T IR A48 oK JBORE ) 1) AH G 45 35
WEFEARXS LA il = KA K IBURL A 75 G REAE 52 1l
PR I 5 B AR e 7 A ) ) A AR SO B AR TR
AR 53 I 5T 45 3 R 3 A R [ N A F 5 # AE NPs R
VRFNIE SCPL IR ORLAR 43 A5 AU A5 | 2H R 53 B AR
it BRE52 25 7 TR 1Y) e T 0 R R AT £ 04, LB R R
Y A IFORL W BIF 5 B2 A S EB 171 a5 AH L DR U3 858 o
P v Ok R R R A S 2 IR

ZE I I X 87 i SCHR CHirr SCT 3C#E 62 F o
SCRZ I 25 J) B R AIF L 3 IS A ORI Y S
HEAT R T 53 A1 X [) — Hb X 22 A SR A i 1 O TR
ZA R BB EE AR 1~ 275 G K

1 9K MURL ) o T5RN T HIL B b A2
3 A FUE A

1.1 NPs RiREFAH B AR

NPs BEA — KR I A ORI, — ROk 5 &£
BEALEE LB R AR A A BB RR B L AR W) AR
8 TR AR HE S — Ok IR NPs 48 K S0k 2z it
TR TE B R AL PR & Tt R 5 VIR 4%E 2% M A7 ML 7 9. N Ps
) T WAL B 55 JH o U5 %85 U0 AH G, BE BB Hh — R IRTE
B AT B R4 A AR TR 1 NPs 32 2240 4%

AR (nuclei mode) F1Z MR Z AR A (Aitken mode).

FEIR T AL B 4 HECH Ny dE NPs (1 B 3%
VG YLJE (Hofman et al.,2016) , 70 &5 3% 17 #1 X — X
HeAb 2 A% A AT NPs W BE /9 52 i 458 K, T 78 3k Tl
X W& B9 A2 # S o Z M (Ma and Birmili,
2015). 53 Hb ISR BE LR M A e TN 52 B 7 Al P RE 2
W R NPs B %ok i 2 — (Fine et al., 2004;
Linak et al., 2007; T EE5, 2008). [® N 7h 22 &
BEX NPs I 1] A1 [8] 730 A5 R AR JEAT T B2 AE5E.

Hitchins ez al.(2000) % 3 5 i# 18 §% i1 NPs %%
W BE R, HLBE A 5 A 38 T8 I R) R 1 n R BT R
McMurry and Woo(2002)%f Atlanta 3 X K< FURL
YIRLAR o3 A5 A7 A 2 AR RSB SE , &K B 10~100 nm
) NPs 7E4- 2= | N BE e 06 30 F0 A H 99 1] v J32 4
5T 3~10 nm 1 NPs 7£ & Z& i F 64k 2% A% 1k
FHEH BB HN. Kim er al.(2002) % 3% 42 L 43 HU B 5% %
B, #E NPs 5 HE B Fo vk B 32 22 7 BT g 10 %
i HE IO e, T AE N B XU b DX A2 O Ak A Ik
ORI IS Wi %5 K. Fine and Sioutas (2004) WA
STE P H R XU HL X, NPs #e B8 DR A2 20 A s 43 52
KB BB B 10— UCHE IR 52 ), 3 B 52 e 3 22 3k
PRAE X SE b X NPs vk B b [a] B A% B 28 i fig 25 A8
PRI (90 ~120 nm) .5 7 55 (2014) XF 46 5% 7 3 4
X428 KA NPs Bk B (9 Wil 45 28 98, 2238 L B4
FCHRACSRAT e A R AT figj NPs 1y 2 2R IR A
PRAZH B XTI BT T 3 AR Mk AU T SR TR
B B R AR A R IR AT (B R 5F,2009) , R IL
6 VR R A S Z AL A RS HEGE i, NPs i 5 1
(B35 v 5 i AR LR TG DR AE Rl T B AL 30 42 HE O
NPs Fr i LA 55 A0 0U B0 B 52 i 5 %5 25 R A A5, NPs
S b5 b U BR SR AR AR, W] RE S O Ak A iU
A i NPs %

HEEN, KEZAT & NPs £ 2R Z —.
Wallace et al.(2000) W5 & PLFR BE ZAT 7= A 1) Uk )
1,90 % /& NPs, 55 FME iR be R 2 % ) NPs &
TR YR Matson (2005) & BUTE Ip A # , B W AW 1
LR % N NPs ¥ B2l 5 20 T R4y AR Bk B, B
53 AR A R A OGO AR s AT W AT A0 T 28 N ik
JEE D T2 Ah s ) JE RAE S AT K A B R R N
RIS BL R 28 ) NPs e B 258 R 7.
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Fig.1 Typical mass and number weighted size distributions shown with alveolar deposition
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Fig.2 Size distributions (number, area and mass concentration) of fine particles at roadside (North Sihuan) in Beijing

1.2 NPs K207

H i N A% NPs R4 o3 A il 58 25 T
B B | o ok 3 B 3 T AR R AR 43 A1 45 T K-
telson et al.(2004) X — LY 58 3l ML 2 42 HE i 80RE
Wy B e o vk B SR T AR S AR AR T T AR AL
FIF B ST, B CIEL 1) DSR4 B8k B2 R AE AR
W B DT AU R L WORL ) R B AR TR N T
100 nm 9 NPs 1, $E 5 J& /N F 50 nm 1 NPs .
Wallace et al.(2004) & G BE 4177 4 NPs $ik
B R A FEWEA T 60 nm, IRIEA T 10 nm.

W A% A2 55 (2006) XoF_E ¥ 58 DRI L X 3L 5 4
M X AT NPs 2, & 30 NPs 75 3¢ 18 25 4 1 T fff
AT 3l DORLAR 73 A1 52 22 6 43 A1 5K T B 45 (2007) XA
] 28 25 7T NPs R0 A2 23 A1 Rp AE 347 B 58 Kk B
NPs X EoRL 1 8ok B2 oMk AL R, R B == 75 4 LU
NPs £ f R mi 8/ 57 45 (2014) J T A R KL AR 23
Prbt i R NPs Bk B2, & BUIE K R UF 2R
285 A UL ) Sk B A A R A R SBURERL AR 23 A

L LU S A7 e R 3 AN 5K I (2010) B K I WY A
LT BT BN A8 45 I BE 1B #E AT NPs 58, &k B h%
TEJURE ) Hhov B 5 AU 4 A AN TE S (2014) & PR
#RBE NPs ife 52 L0 43 A7, 0 {8 BEAE 5~15 nm
F30~50 nm KLAE X [H] 5 HH T4k — BELS1E T, M0RE
FE 5~15 nm Kb UE{E K. R 45 (2012) DL — %
JH 2 R it A 2 AU S R G 0 SR AR
AR B RE 4, X% A NEDC fE 3 NPs HERCECR X i
KRR Sy A R AT T80 A3 BN R 2 50 T
URL B HETRCRE A 1 5 P05 o R0 03 A1, 0L B i HE
Jil W L F R A A AR R T 10~ 30 nm, JLAT -
PR v T 14~42 nm, iZ 70 4 NEDC 76 # HE
i NPs 5 LUK A2/NT 50 nm Uk A 35 A B85 40
(B A5, 2000 5 0P db o il 3 AR R MR FE AT
JR (1 JIURE 49 B30 o R A A A W 5% R B, b DU R R R
w T AR I KRR S NPs I He i 43 0 298 65 %
A7 %0 B 2 JT 7R A AR R 2R %o b T 3 g 3 (dk g
) KA HNRL T H0 i o vk 8 R % v RO 1 R
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P A R A 5T A T H ol LU o A2 /N - 4
B JIT 7 L 9]

UL 4y U A ML B S A M G L ) TR A
A B4 HL 3 5 =X A A HIOEE 25 46 W2 NPs 1Y
R Bk 11 32 2 0 3 HIOHE 3R ) B % 5 TORE ) 1Y)
Bk B W) S 5 B IF e (Junker et al., 2000). B F
NPs §" Uk 5 B 5 e, BT LUK o] g b A7 4 B 85 5
B 3 AN v vk P A U 4 Fn 2R LS JBORE ) B 65 Ry
NPs § HiT B 52 4t 45 5 U0 R 3R 18 A 1M 38 58 X NPs
H) 35 B4 FH (Ebelt er al.,2001).

2 WORIIURL RO E Al 22 Ak

2.1 NPs#iRE#MR

X T NPs M5 88 HJ5 it v B2 76 JORL ) b B
A E BB /0N o (E LS A 288 R KR B 1Y) B ) AR X
B, PR I X B30 KO I 5 L SR R R R KT B

WE.R DT HATE WA R LXK S NPs %1
e BERIE 5T 45 51 At FHAS [) {0288 T 4 23 %6 A [R) R A2
Fil NPs ¥k BEAE A — 22 5% .

NPs #oik & R AR 5 HOoR IR A ¢, M1 R %
(2006) XF I ¥ %8 DX AT H O 3 X G 5 S i X NPs #F
g8 % B, 28 38 % AL T Hb B i M X TR NPs ik
Te S T I AT R AR L LT 50k R o VAR B o
JEE B i g e s Tl DR R X NPs 86 = 1 2R
WX AR

B T OHL A [R] A - 7 i A BURL ) 1Y
B B R R AR O BT 5 T A 2 HE IR A
URL ) 1Y) Jo e W B2 = 5 A 5 DU A A oK S R 8 B R Y
O PN R AE 22 B 0 0K A 1 e B R o
W B HB AN B AR G OC & L WF 98 S T RE A H G
DA 2 ) PM,y, 8 PM, 5 B4 3R 45 J50R 4 B0 BE 19
BRUE B E 3 s b A I8 A % b 5t T A Bl
PM, s KA 4001 B0 BE 5 00 ok B ¢ R 1 BF 52

R AR X K R BOK

Table 1 Number concentrations of NPs in different distrcts

Hb 5 % (em?) X (em ™ ?) T i(em %) B Bl (nm) SCHR St R
o b 17 500 5.6~20 (Shi, 2007)
thEdE st 32 000 20~100 (Shi, 2007)
o E e 9000 3~20 (Wu et al.. 2008)
s b st 15 900 20~100 (Wu et al., 2008)
o b 7500 3~20 CEBL5E . 2006)
o 5 15 000 20~100 CHIHAF . 2006)
o [ B 8 400 5.6~20 G /NTS 45, 2014)
o B 10 800 20~100 (BN 4, 2014)
b At 9 686 10~20 (k2 %, 2008)
o [ e At 26 232 20~100 (B2 %, 2008)
HARKRAT 2800 (%) 13.6~685.4 (Chen et al., 1991)
HARKAF 18 000 (42Z%) 13.6~685.4 (Chen et al., 1991)
2 [ % 1 3 8160 10~470 (Jeong et al., 2004)
BT N 10 000~150 000 (Peters et al., 1997)
FEEFEE 180 000~250 000 36 000~57 000 6~220 (Wichmann et al., 2000)
5 [ IT 2% % 9 700 3~20 (Stanier et al., 2004)
2 [ T 2% 1% 10 100 20~100 (Stanier ez al., 2004)
PEMAEE 160 000~190 000 21 000~24 000 9.6~352 (Oberdorster and Utell, 2002)
e [ S ) W A 27 000 4.6~100 (Longley et al., 2003)
EEZES 32 000~110 000 3~800 (Pakkanen et al., 2001)
BRFIK = 19 700 10~100 (Lonati et al., 2011)
BRAK 10 100 10~100 (Lonati et al., 2011)
VY B o Al L 7 257 <30 (Gomez-Moreno et al., 2011)
PP H il L 2848 20~100 (Gomez-Moreno ez al., 2011)
POYESf 5336 <30 (Goémez-Moreno et al., 2011)
PP L 2019 20~100 (Gomez-Moreno et al., 2011)
o5 22 IRK 2 Fk 10 500~ 14 500 8~400 (Hussein et al., 2003)
7%= 8 000 3~500 (Nilsson ez al., 2001)
I5 2= Pk 39 000 6~300 (Vakeva et al., 1999)
Fiig BB 7R 0% 2000 10~369 (Molnar and Hallquist, 2002)
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Fig.3 Correlation between number and mass concentration

of fine particles at roadside (North Sihuan) in Beijing

(B A4,2008) , IWIETH AT LB Hi RS AR T
e B 5 T Wk B LT AN AR AR G 5y — O T R
IR URE B CRR I 1 e 2245 1R 90RE ) BE % 12 43t
BRI 2 T BUHR BE L X 6 NPs 1975 BR 7= 2 B AR
FH R X R AR 4 o e B 0 A 4 il Y () e
A BE B i NPs ¥k B2 F K R0 KL W 5k vk B
(Wichmann et al., 2000).
2.2 NPs{LZFEARK

NPs b 2% 21 50 F B8 A 1 fige JHL St A f £t S A
A AR A A 5 e LA K 341 RE BOAZ TURL ) A BRI K 1Y
YA AR IR HENE X

Sardar et al.(2006) % 3 [E & #Z WL & Hb NPs 1k
2 B R BF 5T B L NPs (8 4k 24 5o 32 2 0 A7 HLBR
(OC)32% ~69% . TLHE M (EC) 1% ~ 34 %, i B2 iR
0% ~24 %A R AR 0% ~4%.Chung et al.(2001)
1 %F 35 H M Bakersfield K Bk NPs /KiE
PEA 3 R R, BAR/NT 2.0 pm 1Y UKL Y
SRR PP H NPs 2000 i 2k, b Ca B&F
BB T Lin e al.(2016) X} 6 145 B 3 — 3 7 &2
i P 55 0 R SR Th 4 e OC R R 4 AT AT
THWE5E . KB PM,, ' Ag.Cd,Cr.Ni,Pb,Sb,V FI
Zn f£ NPs " Jr 5 (1) i &5 35 37%.50% . 28% .
30% .24 % .64 % .38 %0 Fll 22 Yo R 55 (2009) 43 H7
FE FIFRRIX NPs Jo R 4850 i ) & &£ 1, V.ONI,
Cu.Zn K Pb & 4 7 A X 8 m BB & B A2 /0N
WAERES TG T HE % (2008) X AME NPs
A FE I UEAT T R AE, K BLTCHL NPs 32 22 5 i
MEKE U ZE R 4 JE /Bl £ & 8 u £ LA L NPs £ 2
AN R ICE A FE (2012) 7840 B 28 32 1T R A< BUkL

¥ NPAHs 75 YL FAE & B0 12 % ~45 % ) NPAHs
OYARAE & EURL Y RO 1.5% B NPs b ik 45 %
(2012)ME T B RS NPs h & @R, EEUH
Na.Fe K,Al.Ca fil Zn % 70K , 5 H Al R 42 50K 9
FHH, 42 )8 6 R 7E NPs Wik B 40 i B B B 2% 5.
LI 45 (2014) LA NPs R BiF 58 % 42 40 #7 Hoop (% oo
K NPs H & A 1Y F ot K [ R0 T3 Y i 56
A —F, FESH C.0, Al Si,Na,Mg.K,Ca,Fe,
S.Cl %t &.

3 GKIBURLHY 4 i R A% 1

NPs 7] G 2 22 B BL i % A4 il B 325 0 e 35
FIHTSCT NPs A i BR &40 F 5% 3 260, 95 7 B 27 Al
TAT G PS5 8] AT 9 22 B 58 AR NPs (<
0.1 pm) RS AR T (<C2.5 pm) X A i B 5 2>
7 5w, {H L 2 AS R B (Kreyling et al. s
2006) . B JL A BF TE N Ay B S5 S 1Y) 2 1 B A ORL )
KA T B BT 8, O BB 5 O 2 DDA G
(Kreyling et al., 2013). 45 J W0k 99 I 5L 58 1A
N A RO 22 S W5 W) AR AN [R] 3 UBORE ) B0
JRCRIRE R AN [R] 114 o 2% Rl A R A 1S 2009). 30T 4F 5k
VFZWF58 & 41X NPs ] GEXT A A= fa B 1 3 FloR
[FAL ] HEAT T AT A 25 AUMURE ) J57 i k32 AH [
B OLT URLER/ )N URLEL H B 22, B0k L 2 T AR
U, T BE- S B4 HE 8 WBOR G A5, 2015).

NPs i B 22058 R B HoAR /N i ROT 45 2 141
AR 5y 30 A ML 5L 22 240 B A L 5845 W) o A AR
7 Az gt A% 2 P A T CHE R AR 45, 2015) . NPs 23 X
P 28 42 7 AR A A B A8 s B 58 E 2 W (Inoue
et al.,2010; Z= 0] ik %, 2010; Wang et al., 2011;
Pauluhn,2012; 5 2 %%, 2012; Lin et al.,2013), |
HOTRESE T NPs AR T I6 M, 877 28 H o 5
2R TIT I A T R AR B A O T T IR AR R S
(Chen and Von,2005); 5 #& W J& B F NPs 1] LI &
Rt D R I A B pH AT B AT 51 R I 1 3R 58 R
SiE SR (Shvedova et al.,2008; Knibbs and Moraw-
ska,2012) . NPs ¢ by it A i %8 19 28 5 £ il 36 v 90
R e K, AT B H 0 96 15k 4 i ) Y R BB T L B B
AMLGEGELIME RS (Oberdorster et al.,1992,
1994 ;Borm and Kreyling, 2004). NPs if £ 3% i H
R 28 3R G5 KT A 3R 46 % L 7= A 682K (Elder
et al.,2006; F = %, 2009; Allen et al., 2014; Li
et al.»2015) NPsCJLHIZ A HL NPs) 1] i T B
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 DNA A b P 05, B AW 7 20 /E A (Dai
et al.,2014). 0L Ak, NPs 35 5 25 5 A H A 5 YL W) &
A W AR L 4 A RN L A R R NPs &R
2 15 G U NPs b A 58 R o 9 5 T g X 1A
7= A N H] 52 i (Schlesinger, 1989; Chen et al.,
1991);NPs FAFFEM Z R i it & 8 e R T g 51 il
— &5 I v (Fubini et al., 1995; Gilmour et al.,
1996) X AR it J€ 7 A= £ F . H B AATX NPs fr &
AR EA WL TCHLAE 73 7] fe 5l 0y A ) %00 ik
T A R

NPs AT AR A I B T 858 £ 1 TAE. Pent-
tinen et al. (2001) WF 5% & M 5 A K W {H PE R &=
(PEF) £ 11 26 56 F 102 H V-2 R A0k ) B0k 1
CRES 2 NPs iR B i dE i & 1R . Peters et al.
(1997) W52 % L. NPs B0k BE A1 0.1~0.5 pm i
i) 5 W B RS PEF B4 s /0 R0 Wk 25 g 4 348 Jin
FHIE (R NPs B0 B 52 0 22K 1 0.1~0.5 pm JOkL
Wy vk BE 2 0. Wichmann ez al. (2000) BB 53
R, KR (FPs) 5 NPs #8558 T 5 (1) 3 i
B FR L H FPs 55077 3 1% 19 Jin 2 B st 9 i
NPs B0 B 50T R B INAFE 4 d P AER 5 B A
P14 5% W) Xof I 2 3 95 95 B B S, T SEE 3R 19 55 il %0 I
PR .

4 NPs W5 F B

4.1 NPs Ef##Hr

T H AT R ATIURL P %) ok U5 3E AT U8 R BT B
BRI PM,; . PM,, 8{ TSP H LHLIC K4 . A
BUAR A G 1 4 B A K o Ve B 7 4R, A PCA
FA il CMB 3 #E47. 88 1 PM,; .PM,, 5 TSP $% 5
ok U T TR B LA U A AR JSURL P A8 1
Horp 2R PORL Y K A B I RS, BB % 17 K IR
BTS2 YRR O A LA AT RE AR X i
T v e A B AR N T T AT VR T I RO R
F2 2 M 5E T0 R R R ARUBURL Y U S IR A
B+ 33 26 PR 3% 0 AT R A AR Vs Y R T A6 R AE T 0 K
VR A BT 1 R ME. T NPs fh F bR T AR &, S A B
ill 5 1 K, 77 i B0 B A% S A b £ B HE U Y L R
FEfE (Ma and Birmili,2015).

Fine et al.(2004) BF5E T 1K FZ L4 L NPs Fl 2
S UKL R A LA A H AR B 2 AR AL R AE
EIAH NPs Fil 5 B FURL ) b RRAE A LR &
4 AF X e B A Ak, AN e RO v L A T R SROBE I [

Bl 1,2-Benzenedicarboxylic RE W% 55 U Hh 4k 45 PR HE
A SOA JE S iF 2 F 25 B AR R B4 (B
2:,2006) ¥ A MOUDI % NPs H ) PAHs #E47
A WESE , KB N T AR HLIX NPs o PAHs 41 A%
FROIEAAFE B B 22 55, ORI 35X AT RE 2 AN () 25 7 32 3
15 JL YR AN [R) 5T R 3 A 45 5 1 AAEXT ) M T TSP 8k
PM. st PAHs MWF50 A K AN [F) X 38 22 [] 1 240
ACZE . T3 Ak, AR R i R H PME XFAE s 3 4%
FEEALEE NPs (R0 42 5 B 7E 28~948 nm 1Y) 4 J5UkL
W T IR (Tan er al.,2014), & ML 3h 4 HET
U5 RIEIRAE 4 A E 8BS Y. ML T R W] DAR 47 b
TR B U5 B Gl JE it 45, 2016) AR R84 76 Jb i %5
309 1) R PME X R 48 31 1 A )Rz 4% 20 31 UKL 9
AL I E BEAT VBT (Tan et al.,2016) , WF 58 3%
HH R R IR 2 A4 7 ) 1) B R VR
4.2 NPs RES5HHAE

HF NPs BRI, 5T v B2 AIG, AN R o AT X
HIBAS Az WAL A S 21 BB 4 14 F 5% 8 Z AR T
SR AE AR 5 1588 R BT R AR 1R W K

AL 4 2 T v X BURE &% (Micro-Orifice
Uniform Deposit Impactors, MOUDI) & 3£ [ MSP
N EVFE R T R A AN () KL A UKL P A B R R
2EOHTWZ A FZE MOUDI ) 55l I, Marple % #f
FH NI K T nano-MOUDI RAEEBE A, & ¥ kA2 7
A7 JIORL P R S A U AE R BR S5 B T 10 nm. FRUAR GE i
A 7 A HEE 1 40 K JIURE ) 25 B TR ASORL ) 76 SR AR A
Jo b P 2 A2 B R RIURL ) 14 75 B AH X — SRR IR A
A A BT BOR A0 B - 4 (IC) 1 GC-MS 43 #r
N N

I H 1 A% R UKL Pk 42 1% 1 (Scanning Mob-
ility Particle Sizer, SMPS)J& H Rif B 55 44 K i ki 4
B RS A A W) T B 2 — B T AE R
R A8 A [R) 7 42 fir L 50RE 4 76 L 37 vh 1938 SRR R 1Y 22
5, M A DMA (Differential Mobility Analyser) 45
L) H8 R AR o O, PR O3 9 e W UKL 3d i CPC
(Condensation Particle Counter) #1750k 3545 X,
V% I Uk 4 1) 0k E R A2 . H T SMIPS g
FRAT LR 3] 3~20 nm. B A9 10 i 2 I ok 42 F PR %5
A R 0 AL S B A 0 2K A5 00K ) 1 o o U
15 B AN BE TR AT R 2 R 43 43 B B 4 1 55
(2016) FI FHZALZR M 52 T R be 7= A 1 SR ISR 0 &
SN HERBOR. 2 40 5K R R AE (2016) B H H H
T #% SR IFURE W kL A2 3% A (SMPS) #E4T & S L 44 K i
L HE R P 5T
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A3 %

NPs o 7] D3 5f i 5% 3 47 #F 58 Celectron mi-
croscopy) .5 H A HE A 7] (7 /2 L 55 fi % 44 AL S0k
Yy L 25 AR LA S [ 18073 12 OB ) b i) A RS
FERQLEZ5%,2016) ML Gi 1Y F BB mUR AR E 1
W AR S A i R T

A — LA 58 /N A A ] BT 3% X6 /B 20 nm NPs
20 AT F 98 (Reents and Ge, 2000), e 3= 55 J7 3 2
TSR KO BRRURL Y i 2 4 RO B Ak AR
J R G AT B ]S 3% (CTOFMS) i 562 20 B A 3

5 )@l Ed

SR B KA NPs 1 {8 Je 6 5 Wi A T,
{EXFF RS NPs (I8 5 AL 38 Ffa 5 250 B w475 98
TEAEAR 22 I NG K 0k ) 5 SO A 5 4, [ P 4
22BN NPs JF R He BE Kok 48 43 A o0 43 e K 7 B
2 FAT s °F (g JE 800y 55 22 5 T B 5E . BT NPs
SR AE T 1 RIS D 5 AR S A7 AE i 22 TR R R A H i A
FRLEF AN JE DU IR AT X R NPs 5 7850 A
WL H R AR B A 05T, 45 44 Fr 3k B B w5 NPs i
FEAETE ]I $2 AT

(1) Y71 [ 9 XF NPs (1 8F 5% 508 388 4 8L, X
I R FH 3 LA IO N 45 b A BR — AR AR R A
S — SE TR L B ST 45 R AN R LU NPs (19 JE AL
il Al BN L T BT X NPs # AL W I A 5

(2) T 75 R BUHE it B IR TSP A PML; 1Y 2 2
HA T RE 5 20 NPs #k B KR 3% i, 1 NPs 78550k 4)
RO B R ERE AR AR /DN o ok A B 23 7 A B K
- BUR R R B0 I X 44 K S50k 49 Sk 5 A1 75 G 4 il
WFE A T B

(3)NPs $uf B 10 i vk A C X R 25, &
FIFH NPs 52 e B Sk 78 19 6 #ovk B 19 78 43 1 i AR
PRI X o [R] IH A2 0 i Xk R A 00 J3 ek A 9 R
) 18 ) st -t 7 2 o ko e 1) 9F 5 N i T
Ak R i NPs sk R ROk B Ak 27 o3 %) 5 5
LIR7/BE R S A G I N N N (AR R U
KA.

(4) H i AR AS [ R IR NPs $) 34k 2 R 1
WEEEER D o DG RT LA G £ B8 HE O 0 J5 4 R,
B AT AN [A) HE IR S 30 45 25 R NPs HEJBCREAE A2
FRAEHEWESE » Jo NPs B2k S 78 46— I Ak U8 i BT 2 R
IF 5 LA S b T o KA A0 40 D5 A AT T A

(5)NPs BT = B2 M TS i Heo R T By o
B B UR AR NPs Ko H6 PR 5T | BRE 1 5% i), 5

BIFESE I NPs RAEFCAR (73 B B0 AR A48 42 R
5T .0 NPs HLBEBF 5T 3R AL R A S 55

(6) FRUARRR L KRRt 2 68 T NPs A9y
ROV FE A R ATAME % L AR M T
IR KAORL Y 55 e KOk B 55 0T VR B R R T NG
I A N R R L A VR |
it BRE e R, 1 285 & NPs JRRFAE R AR 00 A S AL 45
PE SR NPs #5327 A7 2% A7 9 0F 58, 4R 15 4
SR TS YL ST R A U ) 6 N AR ) £ B RN, AT
TN W] b R HOAH IO A5 A5 A i LA AR NPs X R 58 K&
A f £t R 1 35

B AMELTRERR BT RS AE

WA
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